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Jovis, 26 ° die Mail, 1853 . 



Names of the Members of the Select Committee appointed to try and deeimine the 
matter of the Petition complaining of an undue Election and Return for the Borough 
of Sligo: 

Charles Bindley, Esq. 1 Hon. William Henry Berkeley Portman. 

Sir Edmund Filmer, Bart. I William John Evelyn, Esq. 

Chairman, Edward Divett, Esq. 



Veneris, 2 7 ° die Mail, 1853 . 



Ordered, That the Petition relative to the said Election be referred to the Committee. 
Ordered, That the said Committee do meet To-morrow, at Eleven o’clock, in one of 
the Committee-rooms of the House. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




[ 3 ] 



REPORT. 



Mr. Divett, from the Select Committee appointed to try and determine 
the matter of the Petition of John Patrick Somers, complaining of an undue 
Election and Return for the Borough of Sligo, informed The House, That the 
Committee had determined : — 

That Charles Towneley, Esquire, is not duly elected a Burgess to serve in this 
present Parliament for the Borough of Sligo. 

That the last Election for the said Borough is a void Election. 

Mr. Divett further informed The House, That the Committee had agreed 
to the following Resolutions : 

“ That the said Charles Towneley was, by his Agents, guilty of bribery and 
treating at the last Election for the Borough of Sligo. 

“That Jeremiah Joyce O’Donovan, an Alderman of the Borough of Sligo, 
was bribed by Henry Stonor, by the promise of payment of 103 l., being a 
portion of an outstanding Election account, to forbear giving his vote, which 
he had promised to Mr. Somers, and in consequence absented himself during 
the Election. 

“ That it was not proved that the acts of bribery and treating were com- 
mitted with the knowledge and consent of the said Charles Towneley. 

“ That the influence of the Roman-catholic Priests was exercised in a manner 
inconsistent with their duty as Ministers of Religion, and destructive of freedom 
of choice on the part of the voters.” 



6 June 1853. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE SELECT COMMITTEE 



PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE. 



Sabbati, 28* die Mail, 1853. 



Names of Members called over; all present. 

The Committee agreed to the following Resolutions : — 

“ That Counsel will not be allowed to go into matters not referred to in their opening 
statement, without a special application to the Committee for permission to do so. 

“ That if costs be demanded by either party, under the 11 & 12 Viet. c. 98, the ques- 
tion must be raised immediately alter the decision on that particular case, unless the Com- 
mittee shall decide otherwise. 

“ That the Committee expect that, with respect to cases of bribery which it is intended 
to bring home to the Sitting Member, or his agents, the Counsel for the Petitioners will 
now state the names of the electors bribed, and those of the persons who actually gave the 
bribes. 

“ The Committee, however, reserve to themselves a power, upon the special applica- 
tion of Counsel, to proceed with any case which tends to inculpate any principal or agent, 
the knowledge of which case has been brought out before the Committee in the progress of 
the investigation, and of the circumstances of which the parties could not be reasonably 
supposed to have been previously cognizant. 

“ That with respect to treating, the Committee will expect Counsel to state the times 
and places where such treating is alleged to have taken place. 

“The Committee, however, reserve to themselves a discretionary power, as in cases of 
bribery. 

“ That no person shall be examined as a witness who shall have been in the room 
during any of the proceedings (with the exception of the Agents, whose names shall be 
handed in,) without special leave of the Committee.” 

Petition of John Patrick Somers, complaining of an undue Election and Return for 
the Borough of Sligo, read. 

Counsel for the Petitioner, Mr. Edwin James, Mr. Temple, Mr. Jones. 

Agents, Messrs. Law, Holmes Sf Co., Robert Peyton Graham, Solicitor, Lawrence 
M l Ternan, Solicitor, Martin Kilbride. 

Counsel for the Sitting Member, Mr. Serjeant Kinglake, Mr. Slade, Mr. Huddlestone, 
Mr. Stonor. 

Agents, Mr. Coppoch, Messrs. Gethin S, Walker. 

The Short-hand writer was sworn by the Chairman. 

Mr. James opened the case on the part of the Petitioners. 

In the course of Mr. James’s speech Mr. Serjeant Kinglake objected to Mr. James being 
allowed to go into transactions of 1848. 

Mr. James was heard in answer to the objection. 

The Committee decided that Mr. James was entitled to go into the transactions of 1848. 

James Richard Naylor called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Temple. 

Cross- examined by Mr. Slade. 

Produced Writ and Return of the last election. 

Christopher Fitzsimon called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Temple. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Slade. 

Produced three Poll-books of last election. 

Jeremiah Joyce O’ Donovan called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Temple. 

Upon Mr. Temp le producing a letter from Mr. Stoner, Mr. S/ade objected to the letter 
being read. 

Mr. James was heard in answer to the objection. 

Mr, 
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Mr. Slade was heard in reply. 

d “ ided * ha ‘ ‘ be letto "V* read in the present course of the pro- 

J. J. O’ Donovan, further examined by Mr. Temple. 

Mr U £e M Mr r TVo^°ctd g tha^Mr “s S, °"° r ’ bef ° re <*j«*ed to by 
proved before the Committee to entitle the Pcmur f S T% m l 853 was anciently 
Petitioner to bring before the Committee the declaratZ^m’fa^ 

Mr. Temple was heard in answer to the objection. ■ 

Mr. Slade was heard in reply. 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

agMcyof Mr?StonOT.’’ 1UeS ' ,0 “ POt ’ <,TI ““ ‘ he Coramlttee require further proof of the 

, 1 . 



Ayes, 4. 

Mr. Hindley. 

Sir E. Filmer. 

Hon. W. H. B. Portman. 
Mr. Evelyn. 



Noes, 
Mr. Divett. 



Besohed, “ That the Committee require further proof of the agency of Mr. Stoner.'' 
Parties called in and informed of the decision of the Committee. 

Robert Peyton Graham called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Temple. 

of Mn sZor. S " bmitled °° m,nittee tbat he b ‘ d -“>» efficiently proved- the agency 
Mr. Serjeant Kinglake was heard in answer. 

evi^X^tetSletlo ^ * ** 

Martin Kilbride called, sworn and examined by Mr. Jones. 

J.J. O' Donovan recalled, and further examined by Mr. Temple. 

George Leech called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Jones. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Kinglake. 

Stem or ^ em ^ e t * iat sufficient proof had now been given of the agency of Mr. 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated, and decided “That the Committee require further proof of the 
agency of Mr. Stonor.” 1 

Parties called in and iuformed of the decision of the Committee. 

Mr. Temple stated that he would abandon this part of the case for the present. 

J. J. O' Donovan recalled, and further examined by Mr. Temple. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Kinglake. 

John Patrick Somers called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Jones. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Kinglake- 

[Adjourned till Monday, at Twelve. 



Luna;, 30° die Mali, 1853. 



Members all present. 

Lawrence M : Ternan called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Jones. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Slade. 

Winnifred O'Brien called, sworn, and examined by Jones. 

Patrick O'Brien called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Jones. 

572. B Thomas 
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proceedings of the select committee 



Thomas O’Connor called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Temple. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Slade. 

Michael Somers called, sworn, and examined by Mr. James. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Shade. 

Rolert Peyton Graham called, sworn, and examined by Mr. James. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Slade. [Adjourned till To-morrow, at Twelve. 



Mortis, 31° die Mail, 1853. 



Merfibers all present. 

Patrick O' Dowd called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Temple. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Slade. 

James Cawley called, .sworn, and examined by Mr. Temple. 

Cross-examined by Mr, Serjeant Kinglahe. 

Matthew Feeney called, sworn, and examined by Mr. James. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Kinglahe. 

Edward Brennan called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Temple. 

Bryan Drum called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Jones. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Kinglahe. 

Robert Peyloti Graham called, sworn, and examined by Mr. James. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant King lake. 

Further examined by Mr. Temple. 

John Patrick Somers called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Jones. 

Michael Somers called, sworn; and examined by Mr. James. 

Upon the question being put, “What eating and drinking was going on there”? 

Mr. Slade objected to the question. 

Mr. James was heard in answer to the objection. 

Mr. Slade was beard in reply- 
Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated, and decided “That the question may be put.” 

Parties called in and informed of the above decision. 

Michael Somers recalled, and further examined by Mr. Temple. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Slade, and further examined by Mr. James. 

[Adjourned till To-morrow, at Twelve., 



Mercurii, 1° die Junii, 1853. 



Members all present. 

Mr. Temple stated that he had now closed the case on the part of the Petitioner an 
summed up the case. [Adjourned till To-morrow, at Eleven. 



Jovis, 2° die Junii, 1853. 

Members all present. 

Mr. Serjeant Kinglahe addressed the Committee on the part of the Sitting Member. 
James Coffey called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Slade. 

Cross-examined by Mr. James. 

William Allen called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Slade. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Jones. Charles 
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Charles Towneley, Esq. called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Slade. 
Cross-examined by Mr. James. 

Upon the question being put by Mr. James, in cross-examination, 
money at a prior election” ? 



Did you dispense 



Mr. Slade, objected to tire question, and submitted that Mr. James was not entitled to 
cross-exannne Mr. 1 owneley with regard to his connexion with Mr. Stonor in the election 



Mr. James was heard in answer to the objection. 
Mr. Slade was heard in reply. 

Room cleared. 



Committee deliberated. 



Motion made, and question put, “ That the question may be put.” 
Committee divided: 



Ayes, 3. 

Sir Edmund Filmer. 

Hon. W. H. B. Portman. 
Mr. Diyett. 



Noes, 2. 
Mr. Hind ley. 
Mr. Evelyn. 



Resolved, “That the question may be put.” 



Parties called in and informed of the above Resolution. 



Charles Towneley re-called, and further cross-examined by Mr. James. 
Re-examined by Mr. Slade. 



Michael Gethin, called, sworn, and examined by Mr. Huddlestone. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Jones and Mr. James. 



[Adjourned till To-morrow, at Twelve. 



Veneris, 3° die Junii, 1853. 



Members all present. 

Mr. Slade summed up the case on the part of the Sitting Member. 

Mr. James addressed the Committee in reply on the part of the Petitioner. 
Room cleared. 



Committee deliberated. 



Motion made, and question put, “That Charles Towneley, Esq., is duly elected a 
Burgess to serve in this present Parliament for the Borough of Sligo.” 

Committee divided : 



Ayes, 2 . 
Mr. Hindley. 
Mr. Evelyn. 



Noes, 3. 

Sir E. Filmer. 

Hon. W. H. B. Portman. 
Mr. Divett. 



Resolved, 1 . “ That Charles Towneley, Esq., is not duly elected a Burgess to serve in this 
present Parliament for the Borough of Sligo.” 



Resolved, 2. “That the last election for the said Borough is a void election.” 

Motion made, and question put, “That the said Charles Towneley was, by his agents 
guilty of bribery and treating at the last election for the Borough of Sligo.” 

Committee divided : 



Ayes, 3. 

SirE. Filmer. 

Hon. W. H. B. Portman. 
Mr. Divett. 



Noes, 2 . 
Mr. Hindley. 
Mr. Evelyn. 



Resolved, 3. “ That the said Charles Towneley, was, by his agents, guilty of bribery and 
treating at the last election for the Borough of Sligo.” * J 



572 . 
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Motion made, and question put, “ That Jeremiah Joyce O’Donovan, an alderman of the 
borough of Sligo, was bribed by Henry Stonor by the promise of payment of 103 l, being- 
a portion of an outstanding election account, to forbear giving his vote, which he had pro- 
mised to Mr. Somers, and in consequence absented himself during the election.” 



Committee divided : 

Ayes, 3. 

Sir E. Fiimer. 

Hon. W. H. B. Portman. 
Mr. Divett. 



Noes, 2. 
Mr. Hindley. 
Mr. Evelyn. 



Resolved, 4. “That Jeremiah O’Donovan, an alderman of the borough of Sligo, was 
bribed by Henry Stonor by the promise of payment of 103 l, being a portion of an out- 
standing election account, to forbear giving his vote, which he had promised to Mr. Somers, 
and in consequence absented himself during the election.” 

Resolved, 5. “That it was not proved that the acts of bribery and .treating, were com- 
mitted with the knowledge and consent of the said Charles Towneley.” 

Motion made, and question proposed (Mr. Dwelt), “ That the influence of the Roman- 
catholic priests was exercised in a manner inconsistent with their duty as ministers of 
religion, and destructive of freedom of choice on the part of tbe voters.” 

Amendment proposed (Mr .Evelyn), “To leave out from the word ‘ That, to end ot 
the question, for the purpose of adding the following words, ‘An undue interference was 
exercised in the affairs of the Sligo election by some Roman-catholic clergyman, but that 
no proof has been given of an organized system of intimidation.’ ” 

Question put, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the question. 



Committee divided : 

Noes, 2 . 
Mr. Hindley. 
Mr. Evelyn. 



Ayes, 3. 

Sir E. Fiimer. 

Hon. W. H. B. Portman. 
Mr. Divett. 



Resolved, 6. “That the influence of the Roman-catholic priests was exercised in a 
manner inconsistent with their duty as ministers of religion, and destructive ot freedom 
of choice on the part of the voters.” 



Parlies called in and informed of the above Resolutions. 



Mr. Slade stated that he was entitled to go into the case of recrimination. 
Mr. James objected to the case of recrimination being gone into. 



Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

[Adjourned till To-morrow, at Eleven. 



Sabbati, 4° die Junii, 1853. 



Members all present. 

The Committee stated, "That they are prepared to hear any objections that may be 
urged bv the Counsel for the Petitioner against the application made on behalf of the 
Sitting Member to give recriminatory evidence.” 

Mr. Slade stated that he withdrew his application. 



Ordered, To Report the Resolutions of the Committee to The House. 
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